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i FILE NO. ~Q:/ctt'l 

I 
ORDINANCE NO. 

1 [Accept-Expend Federal Grant and Amendment to the Annual Salary Ordinance, FY 2009-

2 2010.] 

3 

· 4 Ordinance authorizing the Department of the Environment (SF Environment) to accept 

5 i. and expend a grant in the amount of $80,000 from the US Environmental Protection 

6 Agency-Region 9 to research and develop a new protocol for ENERGYSTAR in 

7 Multifamily High-rise residential and mixed-use buildings .and amending Ordinance 

. 8 Number 183-09 to reflect the addition of one (1) grant funded position at the 

9 Department of the Environment. 

10 

11 

12 

Note: Additions are single-underline italics Times New Roman; 
deletions are sWikeGhreugh i11£lies Times New Renum. 
Board amendment additions are double underlined. 
Board amendment deletions are strikethrough nonnal. 

13 Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco: 

14 Section 1. Findings 

15 Based upon evaluation of responses to an Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9 

16 Request for Proposals in the area of Pollution Prevention and Source Reduction, SF 

17 Environment's Green Building program was "selected to be the recipient of $80,000 to 

18 develop a new protocol for ENERGYSTAR in Multifamily High•rise residential and mixed-use 

19 buildings; and, 

20 This project will advance capacity in the high-rise multifamily residential building sector 

21 to increase efficiency in the use of raw materials, energy and water. 

22 This project supports the City and County of San Francisco's Climate Action Plan goal 

23 of reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions related to the building sector, as high-rise multifamily 

24 buildings are one of the dominant building types in the City and County of San Francisco with 

25 more under development. 
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( 
1 This project supports California's aggressive goals of reducing greenhouse gas 

2 emissions under the AB32 Climate Change Initiative scoping plan. 

3 This project will have a larger national impact due to its creation of best practices, thus 

4 ensuring San Francisco's reputation as an international leader on environmental issues. 

5 

6 Section 2. Authorization to Accept and Expend Funds . 

. 7 The Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes the Department of the Environment to 

8 accept and expend on behalf of the City and County of San Francisco $80,000 in funds from 

9 the US Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9 to research and develop a new protocol 

10 for ENERGYSTAR in Multifamily High-rise residential and mixed-use buildings. 

11 The Department of the Environment is further authorized to furnish whatever additional 

12 information or assurances the funding agency may request in connection with this grant, and 

13 ( to execute any and all agreements necessary to carry out the purpose of the grant. 
\ 

14 The grant budget includes provision for indirect cost of $5,926. 

15 The term of the US Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9 grant is from November 

16 1, 2009 through October 31, 2011 and requires a match of $4,211. 

17 

18 Section 3. Grant-funded Positions; Amendment to FY 2009-2010 Annual Salary 

19 Ordinance. 

20 The hereinafter designated sections and items of Ordinance No.183-09 (Annual Salary 

21 Ordinance, FY 2009-2010) are hereby amended to ADD ONE (1) position in the Department 

22 of the Environment, and reads as follows: 

23 Department: ENV-22 

24 Program: CIR - GREEN BUILDING 

25 
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1 Subfund: 28-ENV-GNC 

2 Index Code: 220155 

3 

4 

5 

6 

Amendment Number of Positions: Class and Item No.: Compensation Schedule: 

Add 1 42% FTE 9922 Public Serv. Aid. $1,405 B $1,405 

.7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney 

By: '"~,,__ L~_f2~ 
Thomas Owen 
Deputy o/V Attorney 

. /} 

APPROVED:~&::::..__'...ru~~'-L~=:­
~ ,_.. Gavin Newsom 
'\ uv Mayor 

APPROVED: c::/~ 
/frt>t<- Ben Rosenfield 

Controller 

Recommended: 

Jared Blu feld, Director 
23 Department of the Environment 

24 

25 
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DEPARTM~NT tr:. HUMAN RESOURCES 

By:~~ 
· Micki Callahan 

Director 
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TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

FROM: The Department of the Environment 

DATE: 10/27/09 

SUBJECT: Accept-Expend Federal Grant and Amendment to the 
Annual Salary Ordinance 

GRANT TITLE: ENERGY STAR in multi-unit high rise buildings 

Attached please find the original and 4 copies of each of the following: 

L Proposed Ordinance; original signed by Department, Mayor, Controller, City 
Attorney, Human Resources 

L Grant information form, including disability checklist 

L Grant budget 

_X_ Grant application 

L Grant award letter from funding agency 

_X Other (Explain): Legislative Checklist 

Special Timeline Requirements: 

Departmental representative to receive a copy of the adopted ordinance: 

Name: Shawn Rosenmoss Phone:415-355-3746 

Interoffice Mail Address: 

Certified copy required Yes D NoX 

(Note: certified copies have the seal of the City/County affixed and are occasionally required by 
funding agencies. In most cases ordinary copies without the seal are sufficient). 
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Legislative Checklist to be submitted with all suppo1•ting materials for items 
scheduled on a Committee Consent Calendar 

Board of Supervisors File Number_:--------------------~ 

Department: Environment 

Department Contact: '"'S"'h"'a"-'wn="""R"'o"'s""em=n,_,,o"'ss,,__ _________________ _ 

Contact Phone Number: -"4,.15~·_,,_3,,,.55,,_-.. 3_,_746-=------------------

Type of Legislation on Consent Calendar: 

o amendments to the City Code that have no fiscal impact and have not been 
subjected to the 30-dayrule provided in Rule 5.41 (which governs amendments to 
the City Code that have been detennined by th.e President to create or revise major 
City policy); 

a specific authorizations to sell bonds; 

a the refunding of bonds when done only to achieve lower interest rates and cost 
savings for the City; 

a authorizations for the acceptance of gifts; 

+ authorizations for the acceptance and expenditure of grant funds; 

a authorizations for renewing property leases, with no significant changes in the 
terms of the lease (the implementation of COLAs is not eonsidered a signifieant 
change in the terms of a lease); 

a supplemental appropriations that only involve non-General Fund monies or re-­
appropriate funds that have been previously appropriated by the Board of 
Supervisors; 

a releases of reserves under $500,000; 

a other items that the Committee Chair and the Budget Analyst agree do not require 
a Budget Analyst's review and report. 

Description: This resolution authorizes the Department of the Environment (SF Environment) 
to aecept and expend a grant in the amount of $80,000 from the Environmental Protection 
Agency Region 9 and amend Ordinance Number 183..()9 to reflect the addition of one (l) grant 
funded position at the SF Environment to work with key nonprofit organizations and housing 
developers to research and develop a new protocol for a ENERGYST AR in Mutifamily High-rise 
residential and mixed-use buildings, an emergent segment of the residential building stock that 
has yet to implement a unique labeling standard and protocol for ENRGYST AR homes. 
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Legislative Checklist 
2 of2 

Presentation of Budgetary Information to Board Committees in Conformance with 
Budget Analyst Reference Guide 

+ Smmnary budget infonnation included 
o Position Detail Info1mation (included in budget) 
o Equipment Detail Information 
o CapitaVFacilities Improvement Project Information 
o Consultant/Contractor Expenditnres and Selection Processes 
o Written explanation and justification for budget request. 

Information provided in Conformance with Budget Analyst Reference Guide for 
the following: 

+ Amendments to City Code (Administrative Code, Municipal Code, Health Code, 
etc.) 

o Issuance of Debt (i.e., Bonds) 
o Gifts to the City 
+ Grants (authorization to apply for, accept and expend) 
o Property Leases - City as Lessor 
o Property Leases - City as Lessee 
o "Proposition J" Contracts (City contractors under Charter Section 10.104) 

· o Releases of Reserves 
o Supplemental Appropriations 
o Memoranda of Understanding (MOU) and other Agreements 

Other Information Provided: 

317 



File Number: -=c--c---=-=--7""-:-=--:---:-­
{Provided by Clerk of Board of Supervisors) 

Grant Information Form 
(Effective January 2000) 

Purpose: Accompanies proposed Board of Supervisors Ordinance authorizing a Department to amend the 
Annual Salary Ordinance and accept and expend grant funds. 

The following describes the grant referred to in the accompanying Ordinance: 

1. Grant Title: ENERGYST AR in Multi-Unit Highrise Buildings 

2. Department: Department of the Environment City and County of San Francisco (SF Environment) 

3. Contact Person: Shawn Rosenmoss 

4. Grant Approval Status (check one): 

[X J Approved by funding agency 

Telephone: 415-355-3746 

11 Nol yet approved 

5. Amount of Grant Funding Approved or Applied for: $80,000 

6a. Matching Funds Required: 5% of total budget, which is $4,211 

( 

b. Source(s) of matching funds (ff applicable): Existing salary for SFE Commercial Green Building Manager 

7a. Grant Source Agency: Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9 
b. Grant Pass-Through Agency (if applicable): none 

8. Proposed Grant Project Summary: 

The ENERGYSTAR/IAP Mutifamily Highrise Pilot is a collaboration of SF Environment, and the County of 
Alameda's Green Building Program (a program of Stopwaste.org) to work with nonprofit organizations and 
housing developers to research and develop a new protocol for a ENERGYSTAR in Mutifamily High-rise 
residential and mixed-use buildings, an emergent segment of the residential building stock that has yet to 
implement a unique labeling standard and protocol for ENRGYSTAR homes. Results will be used to inform 
San Francisco developers of better energy efficiency practices. 

9. Grant Project Schedule, as allowed in approval documents, or as proposed: 
Start-Date: November 1, 2009 End-Date: October 31, 2011 

10. Number of new positions created and funded: 1 part time 9922 position 

11. If new positions are created, explain the disposition of employees once the grant ends? Employees hired 
into this position will understand that it is grant-funded and specific to the project and will end when grant 
funding ends. 

12a. Amount budgeted for contractual services: $ 32,947 

b. Will contractual services be put out to bid? 

SF Environment will provide a sub-award of $23,947, which will not be put out to bid because one of the grant 
requirements of the funding source is that SFE partner with Green Building in Alameda County: a Program o~ 

1 
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Stopwaste.org, which represents the Alameda County Waste Management Authority and Source Reduction & 
Recycling Board. 

A smaller amount of funding ($9,000) will be provided to a contractor who was awarded a Professional 
Services Contract with the City which was entered into through standard City procedures for procurement of 
services. 

c. If so, will contract services help to further the goals of the department's MBE/VVBE 
requirements? Yes. 

d. Is this likely to be a one-time or ongoing request for contracting out? One-time 

13a. Does the budget include indirect costs? [X] Yes [] No 
b1. If yes, how much? $ 5,926 

b2. How was the amount calculated? It is the percentage of the total budget that would be approved by the 
funding agency 

c. If no, why are indirect costs not included? 
[]Not allowed by granting agency []To maximize use of grant funds on direct services 
[] other (please explain): 

14. Any other significant grant requirements or comments: 

**Disability Access Checklist*** 

15. This Grant is intended for activities at (check all that apply): 

' [ X] Existing Site( s) 
[]Rehabilitated Site(s) 
[]New Site(s) 

[ X] Existing Structure( s) 
[ ] Rehabilitated Structure( s) 
[ ] New Structure( s) 

[X] Existing Program{ s) or Service{ s) 
[ ] New Program{ s) or Service( s) 

16. The Departmental ADA Coordinator and/or the Mayor's Office on Disability have reviewed the proposal 
and concluded that the project as proposed will be in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and 
all other Federal, State and local access laws and regulations and will allow the full inclusion of persons with 
disabilities, or will require unreasonable hardship exceptions, as described in the comments section: 

Comments: 

Dep•rtmootol '' "'"'''' Offlra oto;,,blHiy Ro.rewoc' - L '"F 
(Name) ~-
Date Reviewed: Ir( q /<>-1 
Department Approval: Mana er of Grants and Fundraisin 

(Title) 

2 
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SFE Required 
Personel Notes Narrative EPA grant Match Total Project 

This position will be employed for a set amount of hours 
totally 42% of full-tlme 9922 for the two years of lhe grant. 
Coordinate day to day grant aclivities, repori!ng, Identify 
pilot projects, provide technical assistance, market 

Grant funded 42%FTE program, integrate Pilots to GreenPoint Rated, define and 
Green Building for two publish ESHRMF Participation and Verificatlon criteria 
Associate 9922 years Reportlng and Eva! $ 30,568 $ 30,568 

Oversee grant and project, evaluation. Match required by 
Green Building funding source (5% of total project budget) is part of 
Manager 5642 regular salary $ 4,211 $ 4,211 
TOTAL 
Personnel $ 30,568 $ 4,211 $ 34,779 

Fringe at28% 0. $ 8,559 $ 8,559 
TOTAL 
Personnel with 
fringes $ 39,127 $ 4,211 $ 43,338 

ontractlpartners 
Green Building in EPA grant funding is dependent on working with another 

( Alameda County local government agency with simHar high rise building 
·~ 

types as San Francisco. Identify pUot projects, provide 

Karen technical assistance, market pilot program, integrated 

Kho GreenPoint Rated, work with partners to define and 

Heather publish ESHRMF Partlcipation and Verification criteria for 

Larson CA, Energy Verification Services 
$ 23,947 $ 23,947 

Technical assis!ance. Existing contractor was hired 
Consultant through standard City procurement processes $ 9,000 $ 9,000 
TOTAL 
Consultant $ 32,947 $ 32,947 

ravel 
2 staff, fuel and lodging. Small conferences $ 2,000 $ 2,000 

TOTAL Travel $ 2,000 $ 2,000 
Project Sub Total $ 74,074 $ 4,211 $ 78,285 

At8% 0.08 $ 5,926 $ 5,926 

DTOTAL $ 80,000 $ 4,211 $ 84,211 

( 
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SF En\ironnwnt 

Introduction 

The green building progranlS of the San Francisco Department oftlte Environnlellt {SF Etivkcnment) and 
Sropwaste,org are requesting funding to introduce-the EPA's National High-rise Multifamily ENERGY 
STAR® (H.RM:fES} program and Indoor Air Plus (IAP) program to th:e significantmur.ber ofhigh~rise 
mu[tifanUJy projects wi!hln iheir jurisdictions, promoting energy and resource,, oonservation and 
enhancing "urtan UIDlI" and "climate-srrrart" development practices leading to reduced GHG emissions 
and healttili:r indoor environments. 

This project addresseS the EP A-R9 Polluti~ Prevenfion!~un:e Reduc~on c~teria by advancing i:~acity 
ill the high·rise multifamily residenti<Il building sector tn 1~ effictency m tlie use of raw matenals, 
energy and water. Thi;; LS.. year project aligns with the EPA's strategic plan ht four primary targets 
areas, and ~cifically helps achieve the goal to reduce BTU consumption. 

This Caliiomia·bas.:d projeet will have a larger national impact due to best practices ln collaboration 
with pre.existing local, state, and national green building/energy efficiem::y initiatives while sp;wi.fkally 
addressing the Region 9 priority focus area of "RESIDENTIAL Buildings & C'onstructjon;• 

The lead agency in tbe project, SF Environment, has beeit charged with deVeloping and supporting 
environmental actions and programs tl:m:111ghout !he City and County of San Francisco. In2006, San 
Francisco became the first iocal government ro have its green.'10use gas emisslom certified by the 
California Climate Action Registry, 

In addition to its policy work,, SF F,nvirorunent operates programs and services targeting the municipal, 
comme«:lal and residential sectors. _ 

• SF Environment's Private Secttir Green Bulldlng Program leads development and impterr.entation 
of commercial and refilillmtial green building requirements and initiativ.l<S to reduce energy, water 
and .other resoun:;e me in buildings. and provide healthy indoor environments. Key activities 
include collaborating with other departments on implementation of the City's private sector green 
building ordinance, and providing tecluticai assistance, education. and market transfumiation 
strategic support to industry stakeholders. 

• The Energy and Climate Program has opeiated energy efficiency programs reaching over 0000 
business-es and hundreds -Of multi-family buildings, reducing the citywide _load by over 18 MW 
and is <:urtently beg:inning a new $10.5 million program 10 reduce another 8 MW and over 
300,000 IDcnm, The Entrgy and Cli.'mte group was instnlmental in developing the City's 
Electricity R£source Plan, 
Tb:: Clean Air Program's goals are to reduce <l-irpollution resulting from both mobile and 
stationary t;Outtes and to improve enesg.y security tlirougb reducing dependence on ffiworted oiI. 
!t achieves these goals by minimizing vehkle trips and miles driven, and promoting advanced 
techoologies in tra~rtation and non-petroleum based fuels. 

• San Fnmcisoo is also !he olliy J'IlUitielpality in the counfty that has a program dedicated to 
environmental justice. SF Environment's Envittmmental Justice Program prirmrily serves the 
City's Bayview Hunters Point and Pcttero Hill nefg.iborhoods to mitigate the environmental 
effects of power plants in those c-OIIlltIUDitie. 
SF Environ.ment is a nation.al leader in Waslc Diversion, helping San Fnmcist:o to achieve a 
dlvtDiml rate of 72% for .200?, aud is committed 00 achieving tlw Clty's Zero Waste target in 
2()20. 

• The Toxics Reduction Program seeks {Q improve t!}e quai:ity of human health and !he environment 
by provitllng: infurruation and services to residents, businesses and City agencies to reduce the use 
of toxic chemictils and properly~ bazardo~ waste. 
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Stupwaste.org represents the Alameda County Waste Management Authority and Source Reduction & 
Rcc~ling Board operating as one publie-agwc:y. Since 1976, Stopwaste.org has spcarlteaded source 
teductiwand recycling programs. in Alaineda County. Althougb its focus is local, over the years 
StoWaste.org has earoed a national reputation as a leader in developing innovative waste management 
arul resource conservation programs. The agency's cote mission is to reduce the waste stream in 
Alameda County. Green building is about f'.!4uclng waste; wasted ilnergy, wasted water, w11sW:d natural 
resources, wasted building ma.wrials. 

CoaventlooaI building_and remodeling pra<:tfoes use a lot of uaturat resources and create a lot of W&Ste. ln 
fact, debris froo.1 building construction and demolition. accounts for more thau 22% ofthe rnaterl<ils 
disposed in CalifonJia•s landfills. To reduce thls waste, Green Building in Alameda County (a 
StupwaS(e.org program) provides ~idents, construction indrustry professionals and p;ib-lfo agencies with 
a wide range of green building reooun::es and services. Its resources, including the Residential Green 
Building Guidelines, Green Product Directory, Professirnial Training curriculum,, and 11'-Cdel 
Construction and Demolition and Greenlluikiing Ordinances are 1l¢W used throughout the state of 
California. All of its tcr:hnical work. such as the Residential Green Building Guidelines and the 
quantifications from the GPR. climate caicllial:or, remains in the public domain and is available ror 
download free 1>n its website, 

Over mv~thirds of Stopwaste.wg' s prvgram budget is allooated to direct member ,ageucy oorvices, 
including potfoy assistance, technical assistance and grants for public or-publi<>-benefit building projects. 
The remaining one third of is available to sponsor trainings, develop tcols {such as the High-Ose 
Muttifil.mi!y Building Project), and conduct wnsumer outreach. Out of fhe approximately $19 million 
annual budget, S l .5M is sprmif1ca!!y allOC<Ited to green building. The High-rise Multifamily Building 
project will be based or1 green bw1ding resoorces that are already in plauc. 1n 2004 Green Buil-dlug in 
Alameda County developed Multifamily Green Building Guidelines, the most oomp.-ehensive guide to 
greening multifamily buildings. which have char:actcrisrics ofboth single~family residential imd 
commercial, buildings. The GreenPoint Rated program has boon rating new nrultitamify projects since lts 
inception, based en !he strategies in !lie Guidelines,. and this project v.ill ensure Us opllmal application to 
the High-rise Multifamily market sretor. 

Owca.Point Rared {GPR), .a prw,;ramadmloistered by Build it Green, is highly regarded around !he 
country because it serves as a model of public--ptivate partnen;lrip for market transformation. It also 
serves as a model prograi-n lhat IC.."flon<ls to State specific policies while complementing and 
00Uab-ora1ing with natio1Jal efforts underway sue-has LEED for Homes. While GPR is California 
specific, the improvement arul expansion of this program ls replicable throu81rout the CiJUUtry and has a 
national impact througl1 program collaboratlon. 

Environmental Results Past Perl'ornulnee/ P~grammadc Capability 
SF EnvirQnrnent is a truly unique municipal department in that lt reeeives no funding fuim ':11-e City's 
General Fund and relies on aggressive fum:l.raising activities to meet its program goals. A high 
peroentage of its $ISM annual budget is derived from grants and i;;ontracts awarded by federal and state 
agendes. 

Past Grant Activity 
SF Envlrmuru:nt has received several grants from the EPA and DOE. Additionally, SF Environment 
received several state grants that mirror the size and svope of thls propos1d, For all grants, SF 
Environment has maintained accurate, timely reporting in compliance with each particular assist.nru:e 
agreement. Federal grant agreements include the f-ollowing: 
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Solar America Initiative-Dept ofEnergy $200 000· 711/07..current 
Grant is to remove barriers to solar installations in the City. Grants objectives are being met and all 
reporting is on time. 

LEED/GreenPRINT Grant-BP A R9 Resource Conservation Grant Manager(sl- Timonie Hood 
November 2003 - November 7006 Award Amount- $25,000 plus additional $15,000 
Grant was to proVide LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) and green building 
training to City design professionals in preparation for LEED Silver Ordinance which required LEED on 
municipal construction projects, as well as to develop GreenPRINT, a database to track municipal green 
building projects, which is used to repOrt on the cumulative environmental performance to the City and 
County of San Francisco. The grant was subsequently extended with additional funding to perfotm 
outreach on the database to other municipalities and agencies such as universities that are tracking 
several LEED projects at the same time. Grant required quarterly reports on the progress and 
advancement of grant goals. All reports have been submitted and all grant outcomes and outputs met. 

Dental Mercurv Grant-EPA'R9 Source Reduction Grant Manager(sl - John Katz 
October 2003 - October 2006 Award Amount- $51,500 
This grant was provided to provide outreach and education on the proper disposal of dental mercll!)', to 
keep it out of San Francisco Bay. All objectives were met and included items such as providing mercury 
filters for dental offices, holding outreach events for dental staff and producing educational materials. 
All grant deliverables for this project have been completed. The progress on the grant was reported to the 
grant managers through period emails and phone conversations and fonnal updates through semi-annual 
grant reports. In addition, all infommtion gathered and lessons lea mt through this project were presented 
at vari?us regional workshops (WRPPN, Dental SymposilUll) and documented on the websites 

Green Hosnital Grant-EPA R9 Source Reduction Grant Manager<sl - Wendi Shafir 
October 2004 - October 2006 Award Amollllt- $30,000 
This project consisted of developing support and materials for "greening" local hospitals. All goals and 
objectives of the project were met. The Grant Manager receives regular program updated through emails 
and phone calls. The Grant Manager also attends the workshops hosted for the local hospitals and is a 
part of the advisory group that helps to plan roundtables. In addition, SF Environment has submitted the 
semi-annual reports in a timely fashion. 

Program Staff 

Rieb Chien ls the Private Sector Green Building Coordinator with the City and County of San 
Francisco's Department of the Environment Working closely with government agencies, industry 
professionals, and nonprofits, Mr. Chien provides outreach, technical ?Ssistance, and develops policy 
initiatives to green commercial and residential buildings in San Francisco. Most recently he led an 
industry stakeholder process to develop and pass the City's grotmdbreaking green building code for new 
construction. Prior to joining the department, Mr. Chien was a city plarmer for the City of Hayward, and 
practiced architecture, construction, and LEED/sustainability consulting in Bay Area design finns. Rich 
received a B.A. in Urban Plarming/Envirmunental Design from University of California, San Diego, and 
an M.Arch from the San Francisco Institute of Architecture. 

Barry Hooper, Private Sector Green Building Specialist with SF Environment, contributes to 
outreach, incentive program design and delivezy, and the implementation of public policies in the City's 
efforts to improve the performance of the built environment. Prior to joining San Francisco, Barry served 
as Green Building Coordinator for the City of San Jose, providing technical support for public and 
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private sector construction projects, and managed the Silicon Valley Energy Watch educational program. 
He served on the City of Santa Cruz Green Building Working Group, has been a member of the USG BC 
NCC since 2003 and contributed to development ofUSGBC branches in Monterey and Silicon Valley. 
He bolds master's degrees from UC Santa Barbara in Geography as well as Enviromnenta1 Science & 
Management Barry is a LEED Accredited Professional and a Build It Green Certified Green Building 
Professional. 

Karen Kho joined StopWaste.org's Green-Building Program in 2003, and manages a number of green 
building projects in both the residential and conunercial sectors. Karen brings nearly a decade of 
professional experience, with an emphasis on environmental advocacy, community development and 
transportation policy. She was previously jnvolved with the development of sustainable city policies for 
Urban Ecology, management of grants for the federal Empowerment Zones program, and development of 
legislation and regulations at the federal level, US Department of Agriculture and US department of 
Transportation, and regional level._ Karen holds and a Bachelors Degree in Development Studies from 
U.C. Berkeley, and earned a Master's degree in City Planning from the Massachusetts Institute of 
Technology. 

Heather Larson joined Stopwaste.org's Green Building Program in 2008, and manages consultant · 
contracts for residential green building program development She contributes technical oversight to 
green building guidelines and design assistance projects, and to energy cost-effectiveness studies that 
inform local policy and green building program thresholds. Current responsibilities include development 
oversight ofGreenPoint Rated for Multifamily Existing Homes. Prior to joining Stopwaste.org she 
served as the Project Manager for the California ENERGY STAR(r) Multifanu1y New Homes Program 
(sponsored by PG&E & SCE) and worked as a building science energy efficiency analyst on Title 24 
Codes and Standards Enhancement (CASE) projects. In the Utility Program Manager role she 
represented IOUs to US EPA regarding CA High~rise Multifann1y ENEGY STAR® New Homes Pilot; 
provided verification, building energy simulation and life-cycle cost analysis for mixed-use high-rise 
projects; conducted trainings and facilitated design meetings on energy efficient building design and 
technologies, and building energy standards. Heather received a BA in Architecture from U.C Berkeley 
and a Master of Design Science in Sustainable Design from the University of Sydney in Australia. 

Work Plan 

The strategy for this project is three fold; 1) develop the High-rise Multifamily ENERGY STAR 
(HRMFES) and Indoor Air Plus Multifamily (IAPMF) programs' criteria for the California market; 2) 
implement the criteria in a limited number of pilot projects in San Francisco and Alameda Collllties; 3) 
integrate the criteria to local/regional Green Bw1ding and Utility programs for wide-scale adoption and 
market penetration. 

Because high-rise nmltifamily is one of the dominant building types ofbigh density infill projects in the 
Bay Area, the green btu1ding programs of the San Francisco Department of the Environment (SFE) and 
Stopwaste.org (SW) are interested in partnering with the US EPA to latmch their ENERGY ST AR High~ 
rise Multifamily (ESHRMF) program. As part of this effort SFE and SW also propose to assist in 
expanding the EPA Indoor Air Plus (IAP) program specifications to high-rise multifamily projects; a 
qualified consultant will provide the technical work to update these specifications, selected per EPA 
procurement policy and requirements. In order to maximize market adoption of these residential energy 
and indoor air quality programs, SFE and SW will work with Build It Green's GreenPoint Rated 
program, which is referenced in many local govenunent green bwlding ordinances, and other interested 
Green Building programs such as LEED for Homes, to include the pilot in their program's participation 
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criteria. This effort includes leveraging Local Government resources and the local UtHity's multifaw.Jty 
r.ew construction program, Pacific Oas & Electrlo's (PUE) California MultifamHy New Homes 
{CMFNH), implemented by Heschong Mah.one Group (RMG). 

Partners and r,...,.,onsibilities include: 
Key Team Roles Partners and Consultants 
Members 

San Francisco Identify pilot projects, provide technical assistance San Francisco 
Department !)f the to ~ccts on green measures, market pilot Redevelopment Agem::y; 
Environment (SFE) program W Oty, integrate Pl lots to Green.Point Mayors Office ofHousing; 

Rated, work with partners to define and publfah housing developers; IAQ 
ESHRi.\1.F Participation and Verification criteria specification writer (rBD) 
for CA 

Grun Buliding: in Identify pilot projects, provide n;¢hnicai assistance 14 Member Cities & 
Alameda C<tnnty to projects on green measures, market pilot Unlnooqxirated CQunty; 
(G.MC) program tG Cities, integrate Pilots to GreenPoint Build It Green; housing 

Ra1:eil,, work with partners to define and publish, developers; IAQ 
ESHR.'\fF l'articipatkm and V Mf'tcation criteria specification writer (TBD) 
fur CA. En.er""'· Verification Services 

United States Indoor Air Plus (!AP) and ENERGY STAR High- EPA; ENERGY STAR 
En-vironmentat :;ise Multifamily Pilot programs crite:rfa, labeling New Horr..eti Program;: 
Protet;;tion Aeencv and marketin~ simnort Indoor Air Plus Pro=«m 

I 
I 

PG&E-California. Provide energy efficiency incentives and technfoal H=hongMaltD!leGroup, I 
Multifamily New plan check to pilot projects, work with partners to Inc; Local GOY-OnlfttCnl: 
Homes Prugram define ;i.nd publish ESHRMF P<Uticipatfon and Programs 
lCMFNHl Verification criteria fer CA 

!n worlting with pilot projects, SW and SFE staff will provide assistanc~ including: 
Technical support to meet ENERGY STAR Pilot requirements 
Teclmical support to meet Green Btu1ding Program (LEED fur Homes ur GPR) requirements 
Benclunatk bulkling to track effectiveness of energy savings measures installed 
ENERGY STARMarketIDg Benefits~ publicity tltroogh. public agency anncunc.ements 
Consultation on funding~ grants, loans im;entiv-0s available to.projects. 

These pilot projects will set an example for the High..dae mtJltifanu1y new constructkm industry. Census 
housing data show fuat 1hfo multifamily subset is a growing component of the residential new 
construction market, as land prices and awareness about reducing sprawl ehange land use patterns, 
representing 113 o{all residential new oonstruction in CA. 

Environmental and health QUtcmnes: Consistent with the EPA Po!lutionPrtwentfon programs goals :in 
their 2006-2011 strategic plan, California has set aggressive goals ofmiooing greenhouse gas emissimls 
und!IT the Al332 Cliw.ate Change loitiative soopin;p1an. Green Buiidlng Atameda Co1mty worked with 
the California Air Resonroe Board (CARE) to ensure that the green building and energy measun.:s in their 
programs are consistent in methodology and help to achieve AB32 goals. The Green.Point Rated Climate 
Calculator, funded and managed by Green Building; Alameda County, has been reviewed and vetted by 
CARB and the CA Energy C<Jmnllssion (CBC}. is referenced in the AB32 Scoping plan, and the foputs 
are consistent witl1 CPOC Utility program_ savings methodology. The GreenPoint Rated Cli.mate 
Calculator quantifies the climate <:hange benefits of building a specific GreenPoint Rated home tbathas 
OOm third party verified, 
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Tills project will undertake specific calculations of green..ltonse gas ml!,l\':tiQUS as measured from tbe pilot 
buildings. Below fa an example of the bigger sc:de potential savings from the Greenl>oint Rated 
program, including its application to Higlt~rise Multifamily projf:cts, using the CA.RB Me!Ilodo!ogy for 
C02e :reductl-OnS, While the energy and IAQ ~-ures most directly reduce building operational energy 
use in BTUS, the integration with green building programs will also help target water savings, reduce the 
amou.qt of waste stmt to landfills, promote use 'Ofsustainabiy mamtfactured products, and promote 
healthier interior C!!vironments, While the CARS seeping plan outlines the potential for gtliet!Jlous~ gas 
savings in the residential seclt'!r, the savings goals are aggressive and projects such as th.ls help to realize 
the potential savings. 

382,535 
21H2 581,209 21 l3A8 
2013 782 555 183 327 2141.91 106 085 
2014 9$6,642 231,137 2!71.06 i07,52.tl 
2015 1,193 508 359,484 2200.62 Hi8,992 
2016 1,403 223 422: 6S1 2130.94 t1!!494 
2017 1 615 817 112011 
2018 1,&31,347 113 557 
2019 2,046,368 
2020 2 63.625 

•:()tJJ)'IM'.ULATIVE 
:;._lQT.,,µ.s : ' 

• iiilF - .,,,. 
Title Z4 {T~24) Energy A vemge Natural Gas Usage 
Code 
2005 Standard 51.06 
1008 Standard 46.06 1.67 

The nwasures are broadly grouped into seven impact ®egories for the Climate Calculator with 
t:orreaponding metrks and methodologies: 

142,076.4 
Hi4 026.8 
186 ZS8.6 

L Energy efficiency and energy reduction measures included in Title 24 petformance m:idellng 
2, Enetgy issues not accounted for itt Title 24 perlbrmance modeling (prescripth-e energy 

reqttiremcnts, appliam;es, renewable energy, refiigen:mts etc.) 
:$, Outdoorwateruse 
4. Indoor water use 
5. Laad use and site planning effects en oocup-ant vehicle use 
6. Materials and recycling 
7. Advanced reftlger:mu and refiigenmt leakage. 
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The soo."Oes of greenl1ouse gas emissions addressed by the calcnlt.rotinclude: 
Electrlclty generated by pew er plants: For example, 0.49 lbs of C02e are created for every 
kilowatt hour {kWh) used in PG&E service territory. 1 Each investor owned utt1it:y in California has 
a corresponding emissions faetor Qf C02e depending on their mix of power sources. 
E!eetrlclty demand from water use. On average, the consumption of one :million g:1llons of water 
in California requires 3950 k\Vh of electricity for conveyance and treatment l Thus, water savings 
mm be equated to GHG emissions. For the Calculator. the actual location of the project (zip code} 
will be used to detem\i'ne the amount o-f energy etr.bedded in water 
He.a ting witb mi.tnrtd gas: In Callrornffi, 11.6 lbs COie are generated per therm ofnatuni.1 &as 
used.3 

• Tl'ansportat!en as a function of denstty: Emissions ftommobile sources are calculated using 
vehicle miles traveled (VMT), cngiM data (e.g. engine type and fuel efficiency), and GHG 
emissions pernu1e traveled. Rtiearoh bas shown that the average number of housing units per 
residential a.ere (which excludes other 'land uses) cmrelates well with the average-vehicle mil~ 
tl"aveled (VMT); the bigher the density the lower the VMT.4 As such., it is possible to predict VMT 
reduction based on change in 4ensity atth.e project level. But density must be done correctly~ the 
Cakulator only shows savings if alternative transportation options and pedestrian-fiieru:Uy design 
are included as well. 
'\\'aste materials going to the landfill: Constrtletion waste typically includes wuod, \V"aUboard, 
corrugaced {cardboard), concrete, metal, green waste and other debris. Each has a corresponding 
OHG e."flissions factor that is: a fu.netion of embodied energy in production, transportation. and 
landfil!ing.5 1'..ia!erial waste streams analyzed in ihe Ca1cu1atorinclude wood, cardboord. concrete, 
green waste, metal, and mixed materials sent to recycling centers {if the average facility recycling 
rate ls known). 
Leakage of ret'ri~rants~ Gases used in refrigeration escape at a rate of 2% a year, or 1 tb per year 
fora typical ilomeapplication,6 Each refrigerant has an associated global wanning potential {GWP) 
related to this amount and intervat that can be-compared to the same mass of C02 (with a GWP of 
I}. 

Target Audien_ce: 
This prOject wi1l improve the GreenPoint Rated program's consistency with EPA programs, and ensure 
optimal applicability ro the oomplex Multifamily High-rise market s~tor that includes the follovvingmix 
of distinguishing characteristics: 

• Ownership vs. rental 
Affi»'dable units vs. matkc.t rate 
Common areas vs. individual units 

• Hiswric st.ructnres 
• Condominiums 

Prlnuuy Audiences: Mullifamilydevelopers, building awn-ers artd operakm, inclurllng affordable 
Jwusiltg, homeb1r;ers, homeowners&: tenmrJS, Our primary pl 1s to ereare a progmnthat v.11! be a 

1 Califunri11. C!lmm Aaim1 Reg_istzy, hnwl/www climi!lm:tj;1iy yw'CARROT/n!lhlffihmsmtam: Clean Ainind ~a< 
Protecliun (CAO'), lCLID a."id National Association o(Cteail Air Agendi;s (NACM.). wu,w c~ .m; 
t CBC StaffRep~: Ctdiforaia's Watu-Energy 8a1ance (Report cac.101'.1-2005w! I ..SF). 
i Califumia C!imue Actim:t ~0-enml Reporting Protocol, Venfon Z.2, M1rcll 2007. 
4 U.;i~, lehn, Sman Growth A.r &eJi From the A/T, Convrmienl NefgilbMhtmf, Skfp the Car, Jun~ 2000, 
wwwsl~~sprawV~km.'OOltzclaw-awmapdf 
$ w~ ~ M-Odel (WARM) eafouli®?, us S?A •• www.epa.gov 
'Le!ID NC R¢femlc¢ C~ Ve~ 2,2, US Omen Building Council, October 200$ 

l-0/2a!Z009 Page7 oflO 

"''~-
SF Environment Pmpasal to !heEP A: Funding Opp.#HQ-Ol'PT-09-0& 

driver for market tm.'lsfonnation. rt must appeal to the property owners and developers and create value 
for them. and lt n1ust offer clear benefits to the homwwner or tenant. 
Secondary audienc~ Public agencies, H!'A1Sing Autlwrities, Utalties. Our secondary objective is to 
influence public policy and incentive programs within !he state, Greenl1oint:Rated is a toel for state and 
local govemment agem:ies in.implementing climate action plans. 

Outtome Measures 

The expected outcomes of!his project are.: 
• High~rlsc Multifamily ENERGY ST AR (HRMFES} and Indoor Air Plus Multifitmily (lAPMF} 

programs' criteria will be optimized fur application to the Califomla market, 
• These program criteria will be implemented and demonsttate4 111 at least two pilot prajeets in San 

Francisco and Alameda Counties., 
• The criteria will be widely adopted through the vehicles of green b>.1.11dingand. Utt1ity program 

collaboration. 
The environmental outoomes and impact wiU be '(11ea$ured through two primary mechanisms:- the 
Greenl'oint Rated Climate Calculator, and building benehmarking using the EPA ENERGY STAR 
Portfolio Manager, The pilot projects will result in specific savings attributed to those buildings as 
compared with a code minimum building. Both the simulated (using CEC approved software~} 
and measured savings will be reported. It is assumed that a project meeting Pilot criteria will ftm on the 
magnitude ot 10.2 Mbtu of gas., .4:3 MWh of electricity and .63 Kw of peak demand a bow and beyond a 
typical eode 'home times the muriber of dweliing units in the proje¢t Wide scale market adoption of the 
program -will replicate those savings in the numberofbmldings meeting ilu: standard. A likely impact for 
the first three years of the High..Ose program might be 20 buildings totaling 10,000 dwelling units 
statewide. 
See details about savings assumptions above. 

Output Measures to be delivered as projeet llcnpe: 
Convene partners to clarify roles and process 
Trenslate EPA national ENERGY STAR Pilot progr.un materiai tO Caiifomia version for use in 
oomrnunicntingrequirements to pilot projects 
Engage consultant for teclmical specification writing of!AP program application to mul-tifamily 

• Conduct Indoor Ait Plus analysis for applicability of -existing single fa:mily RNC ~to High:~ 
rise Multifanu1y market 

• Add EPA Programs criteria to GreenPoint Rated New Horres Multifamily Program 
• Participate in LEED Homes Mid-rise working grol.lp to ensure consistency with subject area 

experts on MF IAQ prokleols 
• Select and enroll participation of pilot projects 
• Conduct energy analysis of cnskffectlve improvements, provide assistance to Pilot pl'Qjects fur 

green building program qualification 
• Verify pilot projects. collect billing data 
• Benebmarlc projects in BP A portfolio manager 
• Retine Green Building program integn:tion and equivalencies 
• Develop Case Stu.dies of Pilots fur inclusion in Build It Green. marketing11nd training material 

Moni:tor and-evaluate plt!]ectx, report on pilot successes and lessons !¢amcd to EPA 

Projects that particlpat-e In the ESHRMF' pllotr•lve: 
• PG&E(CMFNH}lncendvesandprogmn~ 
• Free technical support to meet ENERGY STARPUot ~ 
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Free technical support to meet Green Building Program (LEED Homes, GPR, Green 
Communities) requirements 
Benchmark building to track effectiveness of energy savings measures installed 
ENERGY ST AR Marketing Benefits 
Eligibility to participate in EPA IAP Multifamily pilot program 

Timeline and Deliverables (revised 7-29-09) 

Key Deliverables 

Development, Pilots, and post..consttuction verification Timeline 

Convene partners to clarify roles and procesS Oct..09 

Translate EPA national program material to California version for Oct-09 
use in conununicating requirements to pilot projects 

Conduct Indoor Air Plus analysis for applicability of ~xisting single Oct-Dec-09 
family RNC program to Higtuise Multifamily market 

Preliminary addition of EPA Program criteria to Multifamily Aug-09 
GreenPoint Rated program 
Select and enroll participation of pilot projects Oct-09 

Conduct energy analysis of cost-effective improvements, provide Oct 09-Nov 09 
assistance to Pilot projects for green building program qualification 

Verify projects, collect billing data Mar2010· Oct 2011 

Refine Green Building program integration and equivalencies Mar201Q-.Oct20ll 

Develop Case Studies-of Pilots June 2011-0ct2011 

See "Workplan" (attached) for detailed information. 
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Budget (revised 7-29-09) 

Per.oonnel 

SFE Commercial 
Green Buffding 
Coordinator Rich 
Chien 

SFE Residentjal 
I Green Building 
' Coordinator 

BanyHooper 

I 
TOTAL 
Personnel 
Fringes 

' TOTAL 

I Personnel with 
frinnes 

Contract! 
oartners 

Green Building 
in Alameda 
C<>un• 

Consultant 

TOTAL 
Consultant 

Travel 

TOT AL Travel 

I Supplies 

I TOTAL 

" j1 Project SubTot<il 
$UDD!les 

~ 
Indirect 

TAL 
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''" Narrative EPA Match Tota! 
Renuest 

24% Oversee grant. evafuation, $16,000 $5,000 $21,000 
FTE repori!ng, hlenti!Y pilot projects, 

provide leclm!cal assistance, 
malketprogram, integrate Pi!o\s 
to GrnenPoint Rated, define and 
publish ESHRMF Participation 
~~.. . ' . . 

23%FTE Reporting ood Eval, Identify pilot $14,566 $3,000 $17,568 
projects, technical assistance, 
market program, integrate Pilots 
to GraenPoint Rated, define and 
publish ESHRMF Participation 
;.~.< \f~,,,.~nllon ~.:.....:n 

$ 30,568 $8,000 $38,568 

at28% 0.28 s 8,559 s 2,240 $10,799 

$39,127 $10,240 $49,367 

Karen Identify pfot projects, provide $23,947 $5,000 $28,947 
Kho tecllnlcal assistance, matket pilot 

program, ITTtegrateto GreenPoint 
Heather Rated, wotk wl!h partners ta 
la1S-On def111e and pubITsh ESHRMF 

Participation and Verification 
criteria for CA, Energy 

Technfcal assistance. Contractor $9,000 $9,000 
wm be hi"ed in keeping with 
standard EPA reauirements 

$32,947 $5,000 $37,947 

2 staff, aitfare and lodging. One $2,000 s $2,000 
conference 

$2,000 s " $2,000 

Outreach matelia!s $2,500 $ 2,500 

s $2,500 $2,500 

$74,074 $17,740 $91,814 

At8% 0.08 $5,926 $1,419 $7,345 

$80,000 $19,159 $99,159 

Page 10 of IO 



APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 

Date: July 21, 2009 R9 Tracking#: M-505 

Name/ Address of Applicant: Rich Chien 
Department of tbe Environment City and County of San Fmncisco 
1 i Grove Street 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

The Environmelltal Protection Agency (BP A), Region 9, is pleased lQ announce the availability vt financial assistance as 

fullows: 

APPLICATION DUE DATE: Augw:t41 2009 

:PROGRAM TITLE: :Energy STAR Mllltifamiiy High kise Pilot 

X NEW PROJECT AMENDMENT 

STA 'l'U'rORY AUTHORITY: Clean Air Ad! Se\'.. 103 

FEDERAL FUNDS AVAILABLE.! S80,000 

REQUIRED NON-F&OliiRAL MA TCll: 5% or $4,211 

CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSlSTANCE NO.t 66. 717 

DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY (EPA use only): 49 CFR. PART 30 

WAS THIS PROPOSAl.. SUBJ!:CTTO COMPETITION {EPA use: only}: Yes-

The application kit (including instructions) for REGULAR A WARDS is available through the hrtemet at 
http:ff.,1.-\V\Y,epa.gov/region09lfundinWppMng.html . If you wquire a hanl copy of the application kit, please oontact Kathy 
Gi:ietz: at 415~971-3702. Please ensure that the .. R.9 Tracking#" (located in the upper-right hand oomerofthis guidance letter) is 
reflected on the apper~right hand comer of the amilication (SF-424). Please submit the origln:tl and one CQPY of your 
appliealion a.nd A FINAL work plan to the address. betow: 

Giants Management Office, MTS. 7 
Management and T¢¢hnical Services Division 
U.S. EPA, Rt;gion 9 
75 Hawthorne Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Please ohuin a copy oflhe Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Title 40, Parts 1-49, and the Office of Management and .Budget 
(OMB) Circulars, which are applical>le to your gmut or cooperative agreement, at you.rh>cai U.S. Government Bookstore, or 
from the U.S. Government Printing Office at (202) 51~1800, or through the internet athttp:l/wwwm.gpvfregfon9/funding 

Questions regarding the :application or41.dministrativelfiscal matters should be rekrred to Elizabeth Armour, of the Grants 
Managenient Office, at {415) 9474264. Mease call me at (41$) 972-3286 resan:ling programmatic questions (e,g:._ development 
ofwotkplan). 

Sfficer.ety, 
Isl LeifMagnuron 

EPA !'raj.ct Officer 

Debbie Raphaet,Recipient' s Progmn Manager 
Eliz>belh Armour, BPA a.- Sp•d•lis' MTS-7 
Mattha Villarreal, Workleader(WL) 



Budget Analyst Reference Guide Questions 

23. Describe the source of funds. 
Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9 

24. Describe the grant.funded project clearly, concisely and in layman's terms. 
The ENERGYST ARJIAP Mutifarnily Higl:uise Pilot is a collaboration of the San 
Francisco Department of the Environment (SF Environment), and Alameda County's Green 
Building in (a program of Stopwaste.org) to work with key nonprofit organizations and housing 
developers to. research and develop a new protocol for ENERGYST AR in Multifamily High-rise 
residential and mixed-use buildings. This is an emergent segment of the residential building 
stock that has yet to implement a unique labeling standard and protocol for ENRGYSTAR 
homes. The results of this project will be used as reference for developers and home owners to 
achieve the highest rates of energy savings. 

25. Provide context and detail to the grant so that the proposed project can be compared to 
current operations. 
The lead agency in the project, _SF Environment, has been charged with developing and 
supporting environmental actions and programs throughout the City and County of San 
Francisco. In 2006, San Francisco became the first local government to have its greenhouse gas 
emissions certified by the California Climate Action Registry. In addition to its policy work, SF 
Environment operates programs and services targeting the municipal, commercial and residential 
sectors. SF Environment's Private Sector Green Building Program will implement thls project. It 
leads development and implementation of commercial and residential green building 
requirements and initiatives to reduce energy, water and other resource use in buildings, and 
provide healthy indoor environments. Key activities include collaborating with other departments 
on implementation of the City's private sector green building ordinance, and providing technical 
assistance, education, and market transformation strategic support to industry stakeholders. 

This project will result in the development of criteria that increases efficiency in the use of raw 
materials, energy and water in San Francisco's high rise buildings and help the City achieve its 
Climate Action Plan goals. 

26. Identify any ongoing costs for the Department once the grant funds expire, such as new 
personnel, new equipment, new leases, etc and how the Department would fund such future 
costs. These funds help the SF Environment Green Building team to perform its regular duties of 
supporting the implementation of green building practices throughout the City. There will he no 
ongoing costs to SF Environment once grant funds expire. 

27. If the grant period has begun before the Department has been given Board of 
Supervisor approval, the Department should state why it is late in seeking approval and the 
resolution must provide for retroactivity. NA-the project will start once funds are approved 
by the Board of Supervisors. 

28. State if the Department has accepted the grant or encumbered any expenses that the 
grant funds would reimburse the City. The Department should state why they have either 
accepted and/or began expending the grant funds before receiving approval. NA 

29. If grant funds have been expended or encumbered, state the amount of funds that have 
been expended or encumbered and for what purpose. NA 

30. If there is a significant delay in seeking Board of Supenisor approval from the time the 
grant period began, state how the proposed project would be completed in the remaining 
period of time available and/or if the Department has asked for or received an extension of 
the grant period. NA 
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31. If the grant is a multi-year grant, state the amount of the grant in future years and if 
future years would be included in the Department's budget. Include a proposed multiyear 
budget. This project will span two years and funds will be allotted proportionally to the amount 
of work done in each year, 

32. Indicate whether or not matching funds are required from the City, and if so, in what 
amount and the source of such matching funds. 5% of total budget which is $4,21 l 

33. If matching funds are not required but the Department is providing in-kind 
contributions for the grant, the Department should clearly state how you are proposing to 
provide in-kind contributions. Also state whether these in-kind contributions are new 
services to supplement the grant or existing services. This grant helps the Department perform 
its regular duties. 

34. Provide a detailed budget by object including personnel detail, equipment detail and 
details on services/consultants/contractors. Each line item in the budget should be 
explained. See attached budget 

35. The number of full time equivalent positions (FTE), the Job Title, Classification, and 
percentage of fringe benefits should be clearly stated in the budget of the grant. In most 
cases, any position funded under a grant should be "G" coded, or designated as a grant 
funded position that would terminate when the grant expires. The resolution should state 
that the position(s) should be "G" coded. See attached budget 

36. If a portion of the gr?nt funds would be spent on contractual services, the Department 
needs to clarify how those contracts were awarded, whether a sole-source or an RFP 
process. If a contract is proposed to be awarded on a sole source basis, the Department 
needs to clearly explain why the Department chose the contractor. The Department should 
provide a detailed budget for the contractual services, including the number of hours 
dedicated to the project and the hourly rate if applicable. SF Environment will provide a sub­
award of $23,947, which will not be put out to bid because one ofthe grant requirements of the 
funding source is that SFE partner with Green Building in Alameda County: a Program of 
Stopwaste.org, which represents the Alameda County Waste Management Authority and Source 
Reduction & Recycling Board. A smaller amount of funding ($9,000) will be provided to a 
contractor who was awarded a Professional Services Contract with the City which was entered 
into through standard City procedures for procurement of services. See attached budget for more 
details. 

37. If a Department plans on work-ordering grant funds to another Department, the 
Department should note what Department would receive the work-order and what services 
will be provided for the work ordered funds. NA 

38. Indicate if indirect eosts were included in the budget. If indirect costs are included, state 
how the indirect cost rate was determined. If indirect costs were not included, indicate why. 
Indirect costs of8%oftotal budget which is$ 5,926 were included in the budget, This is the 
amount allowed by the funding agency, 

39. If travel is included in the budget, the Department should detail how many people are 
traveling, their identities (i.e. City employees or consultants), where they are going and for 
how long. $2,000 of the budget has been allotted for travel by two City employees. Travel will 
be done in San Francisco and the East Bay. The length of time will be determined by the 
conferences held. Overnight stay will not exceed two days. 

40. All grant reports must include a form entitled the "Grant Application Information 
Form" with a Disability Access Checklist at the end. 
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